Nevertheless, conscription was deeply resented by many Canadians, in particular, Canadiens, farmers, the labour movement, and ethnic minorities throughout the country. Québec certainly led the way, but opposition was not confined to that province. As soon as the Military Service Act and its attendant legislation, the Military Voters Act and the War-Time Elections Act, were introduced, farmers, fishers, and labourers requested exemption in front of specially-established local tribunals. A majority of these requests for exemption were granted. Conscription opponents sought to avoid forced enlistment on the grounds that their occupations were essential to the war effort that they lacked the full benefits of citizenship, or that wealth should be conscripted along with men.
In spite of the variety of opinions inherent in these examples, works dealing with conscription commonly assert that opposition to the measure is best explained by reliance upon Lord Durham's pronouncement of "two races warring in the bosom of a single state." The propensity of Canadian educators and historians to concentrate the study of the conscription crisis solely on Ontario and Québec has cemented this belief.
Of course, there was widespread opposition to conscription in Québec and widespread support in Ontario, but why have these events been remembered in this fashion? For one, the predominant modern Québec nationalist view states that opposition to the measure was justified, since conscription targeted a minority within Canada, but a majority within Québec, rightfully more concerned with events at home. Proponents of this position are supporters of Québec sovereignty, despite that Canada-first 1914-18 position. On the other hand, Canadian nationalist social memory ignores the conscription issue, focusing instead on the CEF's volunteer citizen-soldiers and the terrible slaughter that also helped to forge a nation. Canadian nationalists are thus those that today stress the unity of the Canadian confederation and focus on the benefits that arose from participation in the war. 
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The shortage of soldiers for the war effort was compounded by the exclusionary policies practiced by the Canadian military. Despite the eagerness of some Canadian women to serve overseas, they were unwelcome on the front lines. The only official role for women in the armed services was as nurses…When Indian, Japanese or African-Canadian men offered their services they, too, were often turned away.
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This description widens the scope of inquiries into the Canadian role in the war, but the conscription crisis itself has been overshadowed by the many other inequalities in the nation's past and present society. We barely understood where we were when it was all over. And let's not overlook the fact that thirty-five hundred guys died, and three times as many were injured. I didn't even hear about the grandness of the victory until the war was finished, and then I thought the fellow telling me had things all wrong.
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These characters illustrate more than just the unvarnished horror of war. They especially testify to an extreme lack of foresight. In every case, those who enlist are swept away by patriotism, revealed before long as misguided folly. As such, the prospect of being conscripted is irrelevant. These accounts enumerate opposition to conscription, highlighting a reliable source's evidence that men were taken against their will.
These circumstances make it clear that the enforcement of conscription was both an instrument and an abuse of the majority's power. the experiences of occupational groups and of the regions could only be beneficial. Indeed, this subject is a prime example of the benefit of regional history, since more regionally-based research fosters wider understanding. Canadians' social memory of the conscription crisis needs to better reflect both the connections and the many differences that comprised such a substantial component of those trying times.
